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Most Americans are baffled by all
this. The crisis, as they see it, is a bro-
ken pipe at the bottom of the ocean,
miles-long o0il slicks, and threatened
coastlines. The first thing they want to
know is what the administration plans
to do to plug the leak, clean up the oil,
and mitigate the spill’s effects on the
livelihoods of those affected. Yet day
after day, as the oil continues to flow,
what we hear from the administration
is how tough they plan to be with BP
and now, apparently, how important it
is that we institute a new tax which
will raise energy costs for every single
American but which will do absolutely
nothing to plug the leak. Never has a
mission statement fit an administra-
tion as perfectly as Rahm Emanuel’s
“never allow a crisis to go to waste.”
Climate change policy is important,
but first things first.

Americans are saying two things at
the moment: Stop this spill and clean
it up. So with all due respect to the
White House, the wetlands of the
bayou, the beaches of the coast, and
our waters in the gulf are far more im-
portant than the status of the Demo-
crats’ legislative agenda here in Wash-
ington. Americans want us to stop the
oilspill first, and until this leak is
plugged, they are not in any mood to
hand over even more power in the form
of a new national energy tax to a gov-
ernment that, so far at least, hasn’t
lived up to their expectations in its re-
sponse to this crisis.

Republicans are happy to have an en-
ergy debate. Like most Americans, we
support an all-of-the-above agenda that
seeks to produce more American en-
ergy and use less. But while American
livelihoods are in immediate danger
and we watch oil gush into our waters
and wash up on our beaches, now is not
the time to push ideology; it is the
time to fix the problem.

But if the White House insists on
using this event as an opportunity to
push the same Kkind of government-
driven agenda that got us the health
care bill, then they will need to answer
some questions. Since the outset of
this crisis, they have clearly been more
focused on identifying a scapegoat than
in taking charge. But questions persist
about the administration’s response.
Here are just a few:

First, the administration acknowl-
edges that it took BP at its word early
on about its ability to respond to a cri-
sis such as this. The question is, Why?
Why? Why did the Minerals Manage-
ment Service under this administra-
tion accept BP’s word that it was pre-
pared to deal with a worst-case spill
such as the one we are now experi-
encing in the gulf?

Second, why were the inspections
MMS performed on the Deepwater Ho-
rizon, and presumably on other rigs as
well, unable to detect the problems
that eventually became so apparent?
What changes need to be made to make
these inspections effective?

Third, the law requires the President
to ensure the effective cleanup of an
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oilspill when it occurs. Specifically, it
requires the President to have a na-
tional contingency plan in place, and
that plan is supposed to provide for suf-
ficient personnel and equipment to
clean up a spill. Clearly, the adminis-
tration’s National Contingency Plan
was not up to the task. Why not? Did it
rely too much on the oil companies to
perform the cleanup?

Also, why, as has been widely re-
ported, has the administration been
slow to accept offers of assistance from
countries that have offered skimming
vessels and other technologies to help
clean up the spill? Since the cleanup is
clearly not going as planned, shouldn’t
we be accepting legitimate offers of as-
sistance wherever we can get them?

The first priority, as I have said, is
plugging the leak. Then we must turn
our attention to questions such as
these and to a thorough investigation
of what went wrong on the Deepwater
Horizon and how we can prevent any-
thing like it from ever, ever happening
again. That will be a monumental,
months-long job, as there were so
many failures at so many levels. Once
that process begins, perhaps the admin-
istration can work to unite the coun-
try in the aftermath of this crisis in a
way that, frankly, it has failed to do up
to now.

Legislation to respond to this oilspill
should be an opportunity for genuine
bipartisan cooperation of the kind the
President so frequently says he wants
and of the kind that has been sorely
needed and sorely lacking in the midst
of this calamity.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will be a period of morning business
until 11:30 a.m., with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each and with the time equally divided
and controlled between the two leaders
or their designees, with the majority
controlling the first 30 minutes and the
Republicans controlling the next 30
minutes.

The Senator from Washington.

————

GULF OILSPILL

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, as
we close in now on 2 months since the
deep water explosion that set off the
gulf oilspill, the toll of this disaster is
continuing to mount—from the oil-
soaked pelicans we see on the front
cover of each newspaper everyday, to
the tar balls that dot a previously pris-
tine coastline, to the closed fishing
grounds and half-empty hotels. The
human impact is felt in Louisiana, Mis-
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sissippi, Florida, throughout the gulf
coast region. This disaster has reached
into our economy, our environment,
and the way we see our energy future.
But there is one place it also threatens
to reach and that is into our pocket-
books.

When it comes to BP’s promises to
cover all the costs associated with this
disaster, I am sorry but I am not ready
to take them for their word. That is be-
cause as a Senator from the Pacific
Northwest, Washington State, I have
seen firsthand what happens when big
oil is allowed to make promises and
not required to take action. When the
Ezxxon Valdez oilspill happened in 1989—
I remember it so well—that company
assured the public that the economic
and environmental damage would be
paid for. Then I remember them fight-
ing tooth and nail all the way to the
Supreme Court, to deny fishermen and
families from my home State the com-
pensation they were due.

So I am not impressed by BP’s prom-
ises and I am not ready to take the
word of a company with a track record
of pursuing profit over safety. Instead,
I believe it is time for us to answer
some very fundamental questions, such
as who should be responsible to clean
this up? Who is going to bear the bur-
den of big oil’s mistake? Should it be
the taxpayers or families and small
business owners who paid such a high
price already or should it be the com-
panies that are responsible for this
spill, including BP, which, by the way,
is a company that made a $6.1 billion
profit in the first 3 months of this year
alone?

I cosponsored the Big O0il Bailout
Prevention Act because the answer is
clear. I believe BP needs to be held ac-
countable for the environmental and
economic damages of this spill and I
am going to fight to make sure our
taxpayers do not wind up losing a sin-
gle dime to pay for this mess. To me, it
is an issue of fairness. If an oil com-
pany causes a spill, they should be the
one to clean it up, not our taxpayers.
This bill eliminates the current $75
million cap on oil company liability so
taxpayers will never be left holding the

bag for big o0il’s mistakes. This is
straightforward, common sense, and
fair.

I have to say, I am extremely dis-
appointed that this commonsense bill
continues to be blocked by the Repub-
licans every time we have tried to
bring it up. But I want everyone to
know I am going to keep fighting for
the Big Oil Bailout Prevention Act
until we get it passed.

That alone is not enough in response.
This week I also signed on to a letter
to BP’s CEO, asking them to back up
the promises they are making to pay
with action by requiring them to set up
a $20 billion fund to begin covering the
damages we will see.

It is also why I am working to make
sure this never happens in any other
part of our country. I have always been
opposed to drilling off the coast of my
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